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Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 
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earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 
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2a)D This action is FINAL. 2b)S This action is non-final. 

3) Q Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quay/e, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 
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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This non-final office action is in response to the request for continued 
examination filed 1 July 2005. 

2. Claims 1, 5-8, 12-15, and 19-29 are pending. Claims 1, 8, and 15 are 
independent claims. The rejection of claims 1, 5-8, 12-15, and 19-29 under 35 U.S.C. 
102 have been withdrawn as necessitated by the preliminary amendment filed with the 
request for continued examination. 



Drawings 

3. The drawings were received on 1 July 2005. These drawings are acceptable. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claiml, 5-8, 12-15, and 19-29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Nogami et al. (US 4962452 file 23 August 1989, herein Nogami) and 
further in view of Okuno et al. (US 6438566, filed 21 October 1996, herein Okuno). 

Regarding independent claim 1 , Nogami discloses a method for preparing 
reviewable translations of comment text contained within a data processing system 
instruction data structure that further includes program code items (column 6, line 37- 
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column 7, line 35; Abstract, lines 1-20, this is the purpose of Nogami's invention; 
Nogami can handle arbitrary languages, which encompasses program code), 
comprising: identifying one or more comment text items within a data processing system 
instruction data structure(see column 6, line 37- column 7, line 35; line 6, Abstract); 
copying each of the one or more comment text items from the data processing system 
instruction data structure to a comment text data structure in which the copied comment 
text items are isolated from the program code items; (see column 6, line 37- column 7, 
line 35; line 6, Abstract; a data structure is inherent to this process); translating each of 
the one or more comment text items within the comment text data structure into a 
corresponding one or more translated text items (see column 6, line 37- column 7, line 
35; lines 10-15, Abstract, the processing would inherently occur in such a manner); 
combining each of the one or more translated text items and each of the one or more 
comment text items within a combined text data structure(see column 6, line 37- column 
7, line 35; lines 10-15, Abstract, the data structure would be inherent); and arranging 
each of the one or more translated comment text items within the combined text data 
structure in logical proximity to a corresponding comment text item, from which 
corresponding comment text item the translated text item was translated(see column 6, 
line 37- column 7, line 35; lines 15-20, Abstract, the comments are reinserted and 
marked). 

Nogami does not specifically disclose a separate comment text data structure 
storing comments. However, Okuno discloses a comment text data structure storing 
comment data (claim 53, column 57, line 63- column 8, line 20). 
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It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
applicant's invention to have combined Nogami's method with Okuno, since it would 
have allowed a user to efficiently transfer data from one version of a document to 
another version (Okuno: column 2, lines 39-44). 

Regarding dependent claim 5, Nogami discloses that the combining step further 
is followed by modifying the one or more translated text items in the combined text data 
structure responsive to user input (in the Abstract, lines 10-15, the translated text items 
are changed into a translated version, and in col. 2, lines 35-45, they are marked up, in 
Figure 4, the user's input affects the translation). 

Regarding dependent claim 6, Nogami discloses that the combining step further 
comprises modifying the one or more translated text items in the translated text data 
structure to match the one or more translated text items in the combined text data 
structure (in the Abstract, lines 10-15, the translated text items are changed into a 
translated version, and in col. 2, lines 35-45, they are marked up). 

Regarding dependent claim 7, Nogami discloses that the data processing system 
instruction data structure is a source code file of machine-readable instructions on a 
machine-readable medium (Line 1 of the Abstract, it is a machine translation system, 
which inherently must operate based on such a file). 

Regarding independent claim 8, it is a system that is analogous to claim 1 and is 
rejected in an identical manner. 

Regarding dependent claim 12, it is a system that is analogous to claim 5 and is 
rejected in an identical manner. 



Application/Control Number: 09/943,945 rage 5 

Art Unit: 2178 

Regarding dependent claim 13 t it is a system that is analogous to claim 6 and is 
rejected in an identical manner. 

Regarding dependent claim 14, it is a system that is analogous to claim 7 and is 
rejected in an identical manner. 

Regarding independent claim 15, it is a computer-readable medium that is 
analogous to claim 1 and is rejected in an identical manner. 

Regarding dependent claim 19, it is a computer-readable medium that is 
analogous to claim 5 and is rejected in an identical manner. 

Regarding dependent claim 20, it is a computer-readable medium that is 
analogous to claim 6 and is rejected in an identical manner. 

Regarding dependent claim 21, it is a computer-readable medium that is 
analogous to claim 7 and is rejected in an identical manner. 

Regarding dependent claim 22, Nogami discloses that the translating step is 
followed by combining the one or more translated text items within a translated text data 
structure. (See Abstract, lines 10-25, the sentences which are translated are stored and 
processed together, which implies a data structure.) 

Regarding dependent claim 23, Nogami discloses that said identifying step 
comprises distinguishing between the comment text items and the program code items 
with the data processing system instruction data set. (Such distinguishing would be 
inherent and necessary in order to successfully determine what is to be translated and 
what is not.) 
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Regarding dependent claim 24, Nogami disclose displaying each of the one or 
more translated text items within the combined text data structure in spatial proximity to 
a corresponding comment text item, from which corresponding comment text item the 
translated item was translated (Fig. 3 shows a display which displays the pairs of items 
and translations pairwise.) 

Regarding dependent claim 25, it is a system that is analogous to claim 22 and is 
rejected in an identical manner. 

Regarding dependent claim 26, it is a system that is analogous to claim 23 and is 
rejected in an identical manner. 

Regarding dependent claim 27, it is a system that is analogous to claim 24 and is 
rejected in an identical manner. 

Regarding dependent claim 28, it is a computer-readable medium that is 
analogous to claim 22 and is rejected in an identical manner. 

Regarding dependent claim 29, it is a computer-readable medium that is 
analogous to claim 23 and is rejected in an identical manner. 

Response to Arguments 

6. Applicant's arguments with respect to claim 1, 5-8, 12-15, and 19-29 have been 
considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

As disclosed above, the Okuno reference has been added to address the 
amended claim limitations. 
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Conclusion 



7. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

• Bates et al. (US 6865713): Discloses a comment data structure stored in 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Kyle R. Stork whose telephone number is (571 ) 272- 
4130. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday (8:00-4:30). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Stephen Hong can be reached on (571) 272-4124. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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